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Applicant makes the following comments on the Examiner's statement of reasons for 
allowance: 

The Examiner relies on features from an exemplary embodiment of the present invention 
in an attempt to define the claims. The Examiner's description of the claimed features is 
inaccurate as it fails to recite or even carefully paraphrase the language of the claims. It is 
respectfully noted that the exemplary embodiment of the present invention does not limit the 
claims. The Examiner's statement should not be interpreted as identifying patentable features in 
any of the claims. 

The claims are carefully written to precisely define the bounds of the invention, and 
people reading these remarks hereafter should note that any difference between the Examiner's 
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language and the language of the claims should be resolved by recourse to only the express 
language of the claims. 

Patent Office personnel are requested to note that the present submission does not 
adversely affect the patent term adjustment accrued by Applicant to date. As emphasized in 
the "Clarification of 37 C.F.R. § 1 .704(c)( 1 0) - Reduction of Patent Term Adjustment for Certain 
Types of Papers Filed After a Notice of Allowance Has Been Mailed," 12470G1 1 1 (6/26/01), "a 
response to the examiner' s reasons for allowance" is an example of a paper that does "not cause 
substantial interference and delay in the patent issue process" and is "not considered a 'failure to 
engage in reasonable efforts' to conclude processing or examination of the application." 
Therefore, the Applicant remains entitled to the full patent term adjustment set forth on page 3 of 
the Notice of Allowance dated November 14, 2005. 
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